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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph on a separate sheet 
within the range of 50 to 1 50 words. It is important that the abstract not exceed 1 50 words in length since the space 
provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology often 
used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure 
sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given in the title. It should 
avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure concerns," 'The disclosure defined by this 
invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 

2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because "The present invention provides" in line 1 is 
an implied phrase. It should be deleted, and the abstract should read - A method and apparatus 
of revealing... --. 

Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1,12 and 22 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Re claim 1 , lines 2 and 5: "on" should be changed to - in --. The use of "on" causes confusion 
as to the scope of the claim because the object is understood to be a part of the image. 

Re claim 1 , line 6: - of the selectable objects - should be added after "unselected objects" to 
clarify which unselected objects the claim refers to and to provide proper antecedent basis. 

Re claim 12, lines 3 and 8: "on" should be changed to - in - (see claim 1 above). 

Re claim 12, line 9: - of the selectable objects - should be added after "unselected objects" (see 

claim 1 above). 
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Re claim 22, line 1 : "medium" should be changed to - computer readable medium - to be in 

accordance with the 35 U.S.C. 101 interim guidelines (see page 53 of interim guidelines). 

Re claim 22, lines 3 and 6: "on" should be changed to - in ~ (see claim 1 above). 

Re claim 22, line 7: - of the selectable objects - should be added after "unselected objects" (see 

claim 1 above). 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 4 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

Re claim 4: the limitation "said indicia" in line 1 renders the claim indefinite as it is unclear as to 
whether the claim refers to the indicia of the selected object(s) or the unselected object(s). 

Re claim 17: the limitation "the awards" in line 2 lacks antecedent basis as there is no previous 
mention of awards in claim 17 or the claim from which it depends. It should be changed to — the 
indicia 

Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(ej the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Baerlocher et al. (US 
6,786,819 B2, herein "Baerlocher). 

Re claim 1: Baerlocher discloses a method of conducting a wagering game, comprising: 
displaying a plurality of selectable objects (112) on a first display image (as depicted in Fig. 5B); 
selecting one or more of the selectable objects; revealing one or more indicia (106, here the value 
"25") associated with the selected objects; and revealing, on a second display image (as depicted 
in Fig. 5A), one or more indicia associated with the unselected objects (1 16, here the message 
"Return to Center Game" and the values "8," "2," "5" and "15") (see Fig. 5A and 5B; Col. 9, lines 
42-46; Col. 10, lines 10-57). 

Baerlocher further discloses the following: 

Re claim 2: the step of displaying the plurality of selectable objects occurring in a bonus game 
(Col. 4-5, lines 66-1). 

Re claim 3: the step of displaying the plurality of selectable objects occurring in a basic game 
(Col. 4-5, lines 66-1). 



Application/Control Number: 10/786,509 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3714 

Re claim 4: the indicia being indicative of an award bonus marker or a trigger for another game 
feature (Col. 9, lines 55-58). 

Re claim 5: the step of revealing the one or more indicia including revealing the indicia in 
proximity to the respective selected objects (Fig. 5B-5D). 

Re claim 6: the second display image presenting the indicia associated with the selected objects 
and the indicia associated with the unselected objects (Fig. 5A; Col. 10, lines 53-57). 

Re claim 7: the second display image presents a total award (16) based on the indicia 
associated with the selected objects (Fig. 5A; Col. 9, lines 55-58). 

Re claim. 8: the second display image presents the selected objects with associated indicia as a 
group (Fig. 5A). 

Re claim 9: the second display image presents the unselected objects with associated indicia as 
a group (Fig. 5A). 

Re claim 10: the first and second images can be presented on a common display. While 
Baerlocher doesn't explicitly disclose a method using a single display (30 or 32) of the device 
(10b) to display the two different images (as depicted by Fig. 5A and 5B), Baerlocher does teach 
using a single display to show two images of two different games (central game 100a as depicted 
in Fig. 4A, and peripheral game 102a as depicted in Fig. 5A) on a common display (Col. 9, lines 
47-49). Therefore, it is believed to be an inherent teaching of the Prior Art to show the two 
different images (Fig. 5A and 5B) of the game on a single display. 



Application/Control Number: 10/786,509 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3714 

Re claim 11: the first and second images may be presented on different displays. While 
Baerlocher doesn't explicitly disclose a method using both displays (30 and 32) of the device 
(10b) to display the two different images (as represented by Fig. 5A and 5B), it is believed to be 
an inherent teaching of the Prior Art to use the two displays to show the two different images (Fig. 
5A and 5B) of the game. 

Re claim 12: Baerlocher also discloses an apparatus for conducting a wagering game, 
comprising: a value input device (12,14) for receiving a wager from a player; a display (30 or 32) 
for presenting a plurality of selectable objects on a first display image; and a controller (38, 40, 
50, 52 and 54 collectively) operative to select one or more of the selectable objects; reveal one or 
more indicia associated with the selected objects; and reveal, on a second display image, one or 
more indicia associated with the unselected objects (See Fig. 1 A and 2; Col. 5, lines 17-22; Col. 
6, lines 24-29). 

Baerlocher further discloses the following: 

Re claim 13: the display is operative to present the plurality of selectable objects during a bonus 
game (Col. 4-5, lines 66-1). 

Re claim 14: the display is operative to present the plurality of selectable objects during a basic 
game (CoL 4-5, lines 66-1). 

Re claim 15: the controller is operative to reveal the indicia in proximity to the respective selected 
objects (Fig. 5B-5D). 

Re claim 16: the second display image presents the indicia associated with the selected objects 
and the indicia associated with the unselected objects (Fig. 5A; Col. 10, lines 53-57). 
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Re claim 17: the second display image presents a total award (16) based on the awards 
associated with the selected objects (Fig. 5A; Col. 9, lines 55-58). 

Re claim 18: the second display image presents the selected objects with associated indicia in 
an identifiable group (Fig. 5A). 

Re claim 19: the second display image presents the unselected objects with associated indicia in 
an identifiable group (Fig. 5A). 

Re claim 20: the second display image presented on the display (as applied to claim 10). 

Re claim 21 : the second display image presented on a second display (as applied to claim 1 1 ). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for ail obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Baerlocher as applied to 
claim 1 above, and further in view of Kaminkow et al. (US 6,514,141 B1, herein "Kaminkow"). The 
teachings of Baerlocher have been discussed above. 

However, Baerlocher fails to disclose the implementation of the method of claim 1 on a computer 
readable medium with a program. 

Kaminkow teaches a method of a game allowing the user to select the value of a bonus award, 
implemented with a computer program stored on a computer readable medium. 
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Baerlocher and Kaminkow are considered to be analogous art because both inventions are from 
the same field of endeavor of electronic gaming devices. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
method of Baerlocher by implementing it as a computer program stored on a computer readable 
medium as described by Kaminkow in order to allow a player to play the game on a hand-held 
video game device or on a desktop or laptop personal computer (Kaminkow, Col. 4, lines 61-67). 
Thus it would have been obvious to combine Kaminkow with Baerlocher to obtain the invention as 
specified in claim 22. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 
Kaminkow (US 6,51 1,375 B1) discloses a gaming device having a multiple selection group bonus round. 
Baerlocher et al. (US 6,413,161 B1) discloses a gaming device having apparatus and method for 
producing an award through award elimination or replacement. Brossard (US 6,302,790 B1) discloses 
audio visual output for a gaming device. Hughs-Baird et al. (US 2002/0049084) discloses a gaming 
device having an indicator selection with probability-based outcome. Gilmore et al. (US 2005/0037836 
A1 ) discloses a gaming machine with win multiplier feature. Dunn et al. (US 2005/0059459 A1 ) discloses 
a reveal-hide-pick-reveal video wagering game feature. Casey et al. (US 2005/0153769 A1) discloses a 
gaming machine having a shuffle feature and a simultaneous multiple award feature. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Brian G. Huffman whose telephone number is (571) 270-1348. The examiner can normally 
be reached on 7:30 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Jong-Suk (James) Lee can be reached on (571) 272-7044. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 
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